
CITY OF BEAVERTON COUNCIL AGENDA 

FINAL AGENDA 

FORREST C. SOTH CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER REGULAR MEETING 
4755 SW GRlFFlTH DRIVE MAY 15,2006 
BEAVERTON, OR 97005 6:30 P.M. 

CALL TO ORDER: 

ROLL CALL: 

PROCLAMATIONS: 

Peace Officers' Memorial Day: May 15, 2006 

National Public Works Week: May 21-27, 2006 

PRESENTATIONS: 

06078 Beaverton Human Rights Advisory Commission Human Rights Essay 
Contest Award Presentation 

06079 SW 125th Avenue Extension - Project Update 

VISITOR COMMENT PERIOD: 

COUNCIL ITEMS: 

STAFF ITEMS: 

CONSENT AGENDA: 

Minutes of the Regular Meeting of May 8, 2006 

06080 Liquor Licenses: New Outlet - Za Majestic 

06081 Resolution Authorizing the Mayor to Sign an Intergovernmental 
Agreement (IGA) with the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) 
for a 2005-2007 Transportation and Growth Management (TGM) Grant 
for a Downtown Parking Solutions Strategy (Resolution No. 3857) 

Contract Review Board: 

06082 Contract Award -Annual Audit Services 



PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

06083 Public Hearing on Biggi Investment Partnership Measure 37 Claim 
(Continued from March 20, 2006 Meeting) 

ORDINANCES: 

First Reading: 

06084 TA 2006-0002 (Floodplain Text Amendment) (Ordinance No. 4392) 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: 

In accordance with ORS 192.660 (2) (h) to discuss the legal rights and duties of the 
governing body with regard to litigation or litigation likely to be filed and in accordance 
with ORS 192.660 (2) (e)  to deliberate with persons designated by the governing body to 
negotiate real property transactions and in accordance with ORS 192.660 (2) (d) to 
conduct deliberations with the persons designated by the governing body to carry on 
labor negotiations. Pursuant to ORS 192.660 (3), it is Council's wish that the items 
discussed be disclosed by media representatives or others. 

ADJOURNMENT 

This information is available in large print or audio tape upon request. In addition, 
assistive listening devices, sign language interpreters, or qualified bilingual interpreters 
will be made available at any public meeting or program with 72 hours advance notice. 
To request these services, please call 503-526-2222lvoice TDD. 



PROCLAMATION 
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 

CITY OF BEA VERTON 

WHEREAS, the Congress of the United States of America has designated the week of May 
15'~ to  be dedicated as "National Police Week" and May 1 5 ~ ~  of  each year to be 
"Peace Officers' Memorial Day" in honor of the Federal, State and Municipal 
Officers who have been killed or disabled in the line of duty; and 

WHEREAS, it is known that every 57 hours an American Police Officer will be killed in the 
line of duty somewhere in the United States and 189 officers will be seriously 
assaulted in the performance of their duties; and 

WHEREAS, law enforcement officers are our guardians of life and property, defenders of the 
individual right of freedom, warriors in the war against crime, and dedicated to 
the preservation of life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Beaverton is very proud of our law enforcement officers and wish to 
recognize their commitment to the public safety profession; and 

WHEREAS, the Beaverton Police Department provides the highest quality service, preserving 
human rights, lives and property; and 

WHEREAS, Beaverton Police are committed to the highest professional standards, working in 
partnership with our citizens, to meet the challenges of reducing crime, creating 
a safer environment, and improving our quality of life; 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, ROB DRAKE, MAYOR, City of Beaverton, Oregon, do hereby proclaim 
May 15, 2006 as: 

PEACE OFFICERS' MEMORIAL DAY 

and, the week of May 14 - 20, 2006 as: 

NATIONAL POLICE WEEK 

I n  the City of Beaverton to call attention to the Beaverton Police for the 
outstanding service they provide to our community. I also call upon our 
citizens to express their thanks to the men and women who make it 
possible for us to leave our homes and family in safety each day and 
return to our home knowing they are protected by men and women 
willing to sacrifice their lives if necessary, to guard our loved ones, 
property, and government against all who would violate the law. 

" 

Mayor 



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
CITY OF BEA VERTON 

WHEREAS, public works servlces provided in our community are an integral 
part of our citizens' everyday lives; and 

WHEREAS, the support of an understanding and informed citizenry is vital to 
the efficient operation of public works systems and programs such 
as water, sewers, streets, highways, and public buildings; and 

WHEREAS, the health, safety, and comfort of t h ~ s  community greatly depends 
on these facilities and services; and 

WHEREAS, the quality and effectiveness of these facilities are vitally 
dependent upon the efforts and skill of public works officials; and 

WHEREAS, the efficiency of the qualified and dedicated personnel who staff 
public works departments is materially influenced by an 
understanding of the importance of the work they perform. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, ROB DRAKE, MAYOR, of the City of Beaverton, Oregon, do 
hereby proclaim May 21 - 27,2006, as 

NATIONAL PUBLIC WORKS WEEK 

in the City of Beaverton and call upon all citizens to recognize the 
contributions that public works officials make every day to our 
health, safety, and comfort. 

Rob Drak.e 
Mayor 



AGENDA BlLL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: Beaverton Human Rights Advisory FOR AGENDA OF: 05-1 5-06 BILL NO: 06078 
Commission Human Rights Essay Contest 
Award Presentation 

Mayor's Approval: 

DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: & 
DATE SUBMITTED: 04-21 -06 

PROCEEDING: Presentation EXHIBITS: None 

BUDGET IMPACT 

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIRED $0 BUDGETED $0 REQUIRED $0 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
The Beaverton Human Rights Advisory Commission sponsored the second annual essay contest this 
year asking Beaverton school children what they think about human rights. An essayist could use any 
medium to convey their ideas - written or spoken word, film, music, clay, paint, etc. The Commission 
received over 70 entries ranging from essays and poems to movies and music. Commissioners judged 
the entries on the ability to show a comprehensive understanding of acceptance in a creative style. 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
2006 Human Rights Essay Contest Winners 

Elementary School: 
Winner: RyanRothstein, Grade 5 - Poem - "I" 
Runner up: Brianna Getchell, Grade 5 - Art - "No Different, In Ways" 
Runner up: Drew Wilson and Robbie Stackhouse, Grade 5 - Film - "Human Rights Documentary" 

Middle School: 
Winner: Franklin Chen, Grade 8 - Poem - "An African" 
Runner up: Evan Henderson, Grade 8 - Essay - "Courage" 
Runner up: Tony Athanasakos, Grade 8 - Essay - "Human Rights" 

High School: 
Winner: Kyle Parisi, Grade 12 - Song - "For The Rights of Man" 
Runner up: Franchesca Mazzarri-Valverde, Grade 9 P o e m  - "Our Angel Glenn Michael Parry" 
Runner up: Sasha Boyechko, Grade 1 1 - Essay - "Human Rights In Decline" 

Agenda Bill No: 06078 



RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Listen to the presentation. 

Agenda Bill No: OG078 



AGENDA BILL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: SW 125'~  venue Extension - Project FOR AGENDA OF: BILL NO: O6O79 
Update 

Mayor's Approval: 

DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: 

DATE SUBMITTED: 5-9-06 

PROCEEDING: Presentation 

CLEARANCES: Cap~tal Projects 

EXHIBITS: Agenda Bill 99-245 

BUDGET IMPACT 

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIRED $-0- BUDGETED $-0- REQUIRED $-0- 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
The ~rel iminaw design and schedule for 125'h Avenue Extension Proiect (from BrockmanlGreenwav 
to ~ k l l  ~ou le iard)  was last formally discussed with Council in a public hearing in August 1999 
(reference AB No. 99-245). 

INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION 
Staff will make a presentation that includes the following: 

Project status update -completed Phase 1, Phase 2 design in FrY 06-07, and subsequent phases 
Current project cost estimates 
Alternatives to fund, phase, and construct the remainder of the project 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Council hear the presentation. 

Agenda Bill No: 06079 



4GENDA BILL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton, Oregon 

SUBJECT: Recommendations on the Preliminary FOR AGENDA OF: 
Design of the 125'"venue Extension 
(NorthISouth Arterial) Project Mayor's Approval: 

DEPARTMENT OF ORIGIN: 

DATE SUBMllTED: 

CLEARANCES: Finance 

PROCEEDING: Public Hearing EXHIBITS: A. 9-14-98 Work Session Agenda Bill 
B. Final PAC and Staff Recommendations 
C. PAC Meeting #7 Summary 
D. Newsletter #3 
E. Noise Impact Analysis Results Report 
F. PAC Meeting #8 Summary ', 
G. Preferred Design Alternative 

BUDGET IMPACT 

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIRED$-0- BUDGETED $0- REQUIRED $4 -  

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
On June 17, 1996, Council approved a work plan for preliminary engineering and public involvement for 
the SW 125'~   venue Extension (NIS Arterial), CIP Project No. 3158. In approving the work plan, 
Council approved a $200,000 budget and City staff-led approach to project development. The City 
retained Trudy Rippe as the public involvement consultant on July 7, 1997, and a Project Advisory 
Committee (PAC) was formed in September 1997. The City also retained DKS Associates in 
November 1997, and David Evans & Associates (DEA) in December 1997 to conduct a traffic study 
and perform an air quality and noise analysis, respectively. 

The City and PAC met eight times and held three public open houses to discuss potential design 
alternatives for the 125m Avenue Extension. The City distributed a newsletter to area businesses and 
residents prior to each public open house. The first two newsletters informed these citizens of the 
various design alternatives and included surveys to gather their feedback. At the PAC's seventh 
meeting on May 12. 1998, the PAC made their final recommendations on the major design alternatives. 

i 
The PAC's recommendations were presented and discussed in the third and final newsletter and at the I 
final Open House held July 14, 1998. 

On September 14, 1998, Council held a work session to review and discuss the Project Advisory 
Committee's (PAC) recommendations. - The major discussion topics were the four major design 
alternatives, the Green Lane connection with Hall Boulevard, storm drainage, and sound walls. 

Agenda Bill No: *-26 



' INFdRMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
Attached to this Aaenda Bill as Exhibit A is Aoenda Bill No. 98-258 for the Se~tember 14. 1998. work 
session and ~xhibzs 3, 4, 5, and 7 from that Agenda Bill. Exhibits referred to in Agenda Bill No. 98-258 
and not attached in this Agenda Bill are available upon request. Exhibit B summarizes the PAC's 
recommendations on the major design alternatives and additional staff recommendations beyond the 
PAC's recommendations. Exhibit C is a record of PAC meeting #7 and summarizes the PAC's 
comments and recommendations on the major design alternatives. Exhibit D is the project newsletter 
for the final July 1998 Public Open House and contains a map of the PAC's Preferred Design 
Alternative. 

As noted in Exhibit B, staff recommend converting Green Lane to a cul-de-sac at Hall Boulevard in 
conformance with the City's Comprehensive ?\an, which will eliminate any chance of cut-through traffic 
from the 125" Extension to southbound Hall Boulevard. The PAC did not oppose this 
recommendation, but took no action on it. 

Exhibit E contains the Noise Impact Analysis Results Report and recommends sound walls adjacent to 
approximately 75 percent of the adjacent residences to reduce traffic noise levels to acceptable levels. 
However, staff recommend that sound walls be constructed adjacent to all residences along the 1 2 5 ~  
Extension, which is consistent with the Council's work session discussion about the additional sound 
walls being a good neighbor policy. Although the additional sound walls will be adjacent to residences 
that are not considered to be in the noise impact zone as defined by the Oregon Department of 
Transportation and Federal Highway Administration, the sound walls will provide a benefit by reducing 
noise levels. 

Exhibit F is a record of PAC Meeting #8 (the final PAC meeting) and summarizes the additional PAC 
comments and recommendations that were made at that meeting. Exhibit G, dated July 1999, is a 
composite map of the PAC's Preferred Design Alternative and staff recommendations. This Preferred 
Design Alternative has two recommendations that concern the side street connections and the roadway 
cross-section (no continuous center median) and deviate from the City's Comprehensive Plan. 
Transportation System Plan Implementing Ordinance Amendments to the Comprehensive Plan, 
Development Code, Engineering Design Manual, and City Code were approved by Council on June 28, 
1999, and will be effective 30 days after second reading of the ordinance, which is expected to occur in 
September 1999. These amendments include side street connections of Stillwell Lane to the east, 
Davies Road to the West, and Barberry Drive to the east. If the Preferred Design Alignment is 
approved by Council, a Comprehensive Plan Amendment will be necessary to eliminate the Davies 
Road (west) and Stillwell Lane (east) connections, and a Variance from the Development Code 
Standards will be necessary for the proposed roadway cross-section. 

Because full funding for the 125" Avenue Extension project is not available, the PAC suggested that 
the project could be constructed in phases, but to limit the total number of construction phases. The 
Greenway/~rockmanll25'" Avenue intersection reconstruction is a logical first phase for the 1 2 5 ~  
Avenue Extension project. The limits of the reconstruction would extend 850 feet east and west of the 
intersection on Brockman and Greenway and consist of regrading the hill west of the intersection on 
Brockman to improve intersection sight distance. Staff recommend proceeding with the fmal design of 
that intersection reconstruction beginning next fiscal year (FY 2000/2001). The total estimated cost of 
the intersection reconstruction is $2,100,000, which includes $1.5 million for construction and right of 
way acquisition and $600,000 for final engineering and construction administration. Based on current 
rates of TIF Fund revenue, enough funding would be available for construction of the intersection 
reconstruction in the fiscal year following completion of the design (FY :!001/2002). 

Staff are proposing that the second phasebe the design and construction of storm water detention, 
water quality, and wetland mitigation facilities that are needed for the 125" Avenue Extension project 
and are also needed to reduce downstream flooding. The total estimated cost of this phase is 
$800,000 (in 1999 dollars), which includes $600,000 for construction and $200,000 for final engineering 
and construction administration. This   ha st? would include im~rovements in the Green Lane storm 
water detention facility to increase its storage capacity. These improvements are scheduled in the 

537-9445 Agenda Bill No: 



' 'Capital lmprovements Plan (CIP) as Storm Drainage Project No. 541 in FY 200312004. This work was 
estimated to cost approximately $128,000 in 1998 and is now estimated to cost approximately $150,000. 
This second phase of the 125'" Avenue Extension project could conceivably be designed in FY 200212003 
and constructed in FY 200312004. The third phase of the project would consist of the remaining 
improvements, estimated to cost approximately $8 million for final design and construction, which therefore 
would need to be accumulated over a multi-year period. The following chart is a proposed schedule for the 
design and construction of phases 1 and 2 of the 125'" Avenue Exterision project assuming no other CIP 
projects require TIF funding through FY 200112002 (as shown in the CIP): 

PROPOSED SCHEDULE FOR PHASES 1 AND 2 OF THE 12tith EXTENSION PROJECT 

Included in this fiscal yeats budget (FY 199912000) is $15,000 for the purchase of two parcels of land 
within the proposed 1 2 5  Avenue Extension right of way. Upon Council's approval of the Preferred Design 
Alignment, staff will proceed on the purchase of these parcels. This is in addition to the right of way that is 
required on Brockman for the proposed 1 2 5 ~  AvenuelGreenwaylBrockman Road intersection 
reconstruction. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
1. Approve the design recommendations summarized in Exhibit B and displayed on the map in Exhibit 

G for the SW 125'" Avenue Extension Project. 

2. Direct staff to include the following projects for funding consideration in the C i s  future Capital 
Improvements Plans: 

$600,000 in the FY 2000101 CIP for the design phase of the Greenwayl~rockman/l25" Avenue 
intersection reconstruction project. 
$1,500,000 in the FY 2001102 CIP for construction of the Greenwayl~rockmanll25~ Avenue 
intersection reconstruction project. 

3. Direct staff to include the second and third phases of the 125'~ Avenue Extension project for 
consideration in future Capital Improvement Plans as funding resources become available. 

Agenda Bill No: 9-24' ; 
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EXHIBIT A . . . ,  AGENDA BILL 

Beaverton City Council 
Beaverton. Oregon 

SUBJECT: Project Advisory Committee FOR AGENDA OF: 
Recommendations on the Preliminary 
Design of the 125'~ Exlension (NorthISouth Mayor's Approval: 
Arterial) Pmject 

DEPARTMENT OF 

DATE SUBMITTED: 8-25-98 

CLEARANCES: Capital Projects 
Division # 
Finance 
City Attomey %W 

PROCEEDING: Work Session EXHIBITS: I. Nawsletter#l 
2. Community Transportation Needs and 

Values Survey Results 
3. Newsletter #2 
4. Citizen Preference Survey #2 Compilation 
5. PAC Meeting #7 Summary 
6. Newsletter #3 
7. Public Open House #3 Summary 
8. Noise Impact Analysis Results Report 
9. 125' Extension Traffic Analysis 
10. Funding Information Sheet 
11. PAC Meeting #8 Summary 

BUDGET IMPACT 

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT APPROPRIATION 
REQUIREDSO- BUDGETEDW REQUIRED SO- 

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE: 
On June 17. 1996. Council approved a work plan for preliminary engineering and public involvement for 
the SW 125'  venue ~xtension (N/S ~rterial), CIP Pmject NO. 5158. ln approving the work plan, 
Council approved a $200,000 budget and City staff-led approach to project development. The City 
retained Twdy Rippe as the public involvement consultant on July 7, 1997 and a Project Advisory 
Committee (PAC), composed of members listed on page 8 of Exhibit #3, was formed in September 
1997. The City also retained DKS Associates in November 1997, and David Evans & Associates 
(DEA) in December 1997, to conduct a traffic study and perform an air quality and noise analysis, 
respectively. 

The City and PAC met eight times and held three public open houses to discuss potential design 
alternatives for the 125' Avenue Extension. The City distributed n newsletter to area businesses and 
residents prior to each public open. house ... .The first two newsletters informed these citizens of the 
various design. alternatives and included surveys to gather their feedback. At the PAC's seventh 
meeting, on May 12, 1998, the PAC made their final recommendations on the major design 
alternatives. The PAC's recommendations were presented and discussed in the third and final 
newsletter and at the final Open House held July 14, 1998. 

Agenda Bill hf : 99P-2 * 



, INFORMATION FOR CONSIDERATION: 
The first newsletter. Exhibit #I, includes a Community Transpodation Needs and Values Survey. The 

. 
City received 208 responses through the mail and from public Open House #I, providing a Gluable 
foundation of community perspectives. Exhibit #2 consists of the survey results and comments; Page 1 
of Exhibit #3 lists the most important and key concerns from the survey. 

In response to the survey results, the City generated various preliminary design alternatives, including 
two horizontal alignments, two vertical profiles and three roadway cross sections. The preliminary 
design alternatives ranged in cost between approximately $8 and $11 million. The second newsletter, 
Exhibit #3, contained the preliminary design alternatives, design comparisons and project technical 
report results. This newsletter also included a survey requesting citizens to state their preferences on 
the design alternatives. The City received 212 responses through the mail and from Public Open 
House #2. The survey compilation is provided in Exhibit #4. 

After reviewing the survey responses, the PAC made their recommendations on the design 
alternatives. The rewmmendations are located in Exhibit #5. The final newsletter. Exhibit #6, contains 
a map and description of the key design features of the PAC's Preferred Design Alternative. At today's 
cost, the Prefemd Design Alternative is estimated at $9.4 million for final engineering and construction. 
The alternative is located almost completely within existing City right-of-way, depressed below the 
existing grade and indudes sound walls, thereby minimizing impacts to adjacent neighborhoods. The 
remaining right-of-way to be acquired is estimated to cost $15,000. 

The Prefened Design Alfemative was displayed at the final open house. Comments fmm the open 
house are provided in Exhibit #7. Many of the comments from the open house relate to the potential 
sound wall locations. Sound wall locations were identified in a noise impact study, which is attached as 
Exhibit #8. The study is considered preliminary, due to the multitude of design scenarios, and the final 
recommendations might change in final design. Also, a new noise model was released after the 
completion of the noiseimpact study. If the final noise impact study conducted in final design warrants 
sound walls in locations currently not identified, the cost of the project could increase $400,000. 

To assist Council in their review, staff prepared a cost estimate for alternative improvements that would 
be necessary without the 1 2 5 ~  Extension. These improvements were identified in DKS Associates' 
traffic analysis to maintain acceptable levels' of service for traffic operation at key intersections. DKS 
Associates' traffic analysis is located in Exhibit #9 and the mitigation projects are listed in Table 6 of 
page 15. Although these improvements would maintain acceptable levels of service at key 
intersections, they would not reduce volumes on Sorrento, Hart and GreenwayiBrockman roads 
similar to the 125& Avenue Extension. The mitigation improvements are estimated to cost $1 1.6 million 
for right of way, engineering and construction. 

At PAC meeting #8 and Open House #3, a Funding Information Sheet was provided and is attached as 
Exhibit #lo. In September, Metro will be accepting applications for projects to be funded with State 
and Federal funds in Fiscal Years 2001-2003. City staff is preparing the necessary materials for 
projects that appear to meet the funding criteria. The 125@ Extension Project is one of the projects 
being considered. The project list will be presented for Council's consideration on the September 21 
Council agenda. The City's final applications are due to Metro, tentatively, by September 30, 1998. 

Exhibit #I1 contains additional PAC recommendations discussed at the final PAC meeting. The 
additional remmmendations include suggestions for posted speed, sound wall locations, construction 
phasing, an eastbound right turn lane from Brockman onto 125'~ Avenue, and public involvement. 

, .  . , 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Review and discuss the Project Advisory Committee's preliminary design recommendations for the SW 
125Ih Avenue Extension Project. 

Agenda Bill No: 9f-2SB 



EXHIBIT B 

PAC AND STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS 

PAC Recommendations: 

Roadway alignment that is within the existing City right of way. 
Depressed roadway profile that averages 5 feet in depth below the existing ground. 
Side street connections that include Barbeny Drive (west), Green Lane (east), and Stillwell Lane 
(east). 
Roadway cross section that includes two, 12-foot wide vehicle travel lanes, with center turn 
lanes at intersections, 6-foot wide bike lanes, &foot wide planter strips, and 6-foot wide 
sidewalks. 

Staff Recommendations: 

Convert Green Lane into a culdesac at Hail Boulevard. 
Sound walls adjacent to all residences along the 125'~ ~xtension. 

Additional PAC Recommendations: 

Post the speed no greater than 40 miles per hour along the 125'~ Avenue Extension 

Include pedestrian islands on the 125~Avenue Extension to provide safe refuge for pedestrians. 
Evaluate further lowering the roadway an additional two feet between roadway stations 50+00 and 
57+00 in final design. 
Install a.stop sign at the Stillwell Lane and Indian Hills intersection, convert Sorrento Road and 
Barbeny Drive into a four way stop, and provide a traffic calming treatment (center island, narrow 
travel lanes, or special landscaped entry) to the intersection of Stillwell Lane (east) and the 125" 
Avenue Extension. 
Limit construction phasing to minimize impacts to the neighborhood. 
Include an eastbound right turn lane from Brockman onto 125" Avenue. 
Continue public involvement in the final design phase. 



c.ity of B EXHIBIT C 

IZ~~HAVENUE 
E X T E N S I O N  P R O J E C T  

PROJECT ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING #7 SUMMARY 

The seventh Project Advisory Committee (PAC) me* for the 125th Avenue Extension Project was held 
on May 12, 1998, h m  6:30 to 990 p.m at Conestoga Mddle School L a b r y .  The meeting's purpose was 
to discuss community comments and roadway design preferences (indicated by comments at the Open 
House and in the survey), and to make recommendations that would narrow down the alternatives and 
options. For more detailed information please refer to the handouts listed at the end of this summary, 

I. WELCOMWPROJECT BUSINESS 
PAC members and nine attendees 60m the CresmoorIRidgecrest neighborhood were welcomed. The 
Cresmoor residents were informed that they could comment to the PAC when Rehinary Alternative #2 
(Green Lane Alignmeat) is discussed. Eric Johansen was ill but sent copies of his recommendations on the 
various options and alternatives, and asked that they be included io the o v d  the PAC tabulations for the 
meeting. They were accepted by the committee as valid. 

PAC #6 Meeting Summary: The meeting summary for the PAC #6 meeting was adopted with a few 
minor d n s  that will be included in the iinal summary and sent to PAC members with.thei next meeting 
packet. 

PAC Member ReportP: Greenway NAC and South Beaverton NAC will hold a joint meeting on May 21, 
1998. Joel Howie is on the rreetinr! agenda and will make a 125th Avenue Extension Proiect oresentation. - - 
Jim P-y hoped the G-way NAC would be able to make s recommendation on &e narrowed 
alternatives and options. He will report those recommendations at PAC Meeting #8. 

Comprehensive Plan Amendment Process: The Green Lane alignment andlor the connection of Davies 
Road (east) would d t e  a compdmsbe plan amendment. Any change or deviation h m  the City's 
adopted comprehdve plan, or functional classification map requires the change to go through the City's 
comprehensive plan amendment process. This is the most thorough City review process which requires 
reviewing the issue, its impacts, and need, and how it meets design standards. The process takes at least 
120 days and includes hearings andlor meetings with the Planning Cummission and the City Council. 
Anyone can pay the City fees and initiate a comprehensive plan amendment review. If an applicant does 
not accept the City's ruling, then the case may be appealed to the Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals 
CLUBA). 

Tn-Met: Tri-Met has responded verbally to Joel Howie and said that they have no future plans to use 
125th Avenue as a bus route. 

Public Open House Summary: The project's second Public Open House was attended by 92 residents. 
The purpose of the Open House was to provide project information to the public, and seek c i t i i  
comments and prefaences on the latest design alternatives. AU of the PAC members attended and assisted 



design team members at the information stations around the room. Attendees filled out Citizen Pderence 
Swvey #2 (fmm the newsletter) after reviewing and discussing the project information. Forty-five surveys 
were completed and returned at the meeting. Since most of the attendees were adjacent property owners 
or had residences on possiile side street connections, the survey results showed strong favor for the existing 
right ofway Reliminary Alternative #I; depressed roadway; Cross Section "C'with no center median, and 
8-foot wide planter strips; and connection of Barbeny Drive (west) only. 
PAC member comments included: 

Lots of people I talked to didn't like Cross Section " B  because it would be inadequately 
maintained, like Greenway is today. . Is the City Council getting regular project documentation and information? (Team response: Yes. 
They receive the same packet information as PAC members.) 

11. CITIZEN PREFERENCE SURVEY #2 S-Y 
?he final Citizen Reference Survey #2 was distnited with a brief tabulation of results. Two hudred and 
twelve (212) surveys were returned and tabulated. The broader community comments indicated sensitivity 
to those who live along the corridor. 

Respondents favored Altemative #I even though thae was fairly strong support for Alternative #2. It came 
down to a debate about wetlands vs. people impacts. There was also some conhion over whether the 
intersection at 125th AvenudHall Boulevard is to be signalized. It was not indicated on the design maps 
and some people selected Alternative #2 solely on the basis that it had a signal and Alternative #1 did not. 

The depressed roadway option was strongly favored by nearby propaty owners although the broader 
community slightly favored the at-grade option; mainly due to its lower cost. However, many respondents 
had no preference and defmed this to the adjacent property owner preference. Cross Section "C" was 
heavily supported because of iti lower cost, fewa impacts to adjacent properties, and ease.of maintenance. 

Bartreny Drive (west) was the most favored side street cormedion, with !;tillwell Lane (east), then Stillwell 
Lane (west) with substantially fewer points in the tabulation process, and then Davies Road scored 
significantly lower still. The biggest issue seemed to be community connectivity vs. additional traffic 
volumes in neighborhoods. 

IU. PAC RECOMMENDATIONS 
PAC members were reminded of the committee's role in the process. Members are to consider that if the 
mad is built, then what is the best design for the community? They were i ~ ~ ~ t e d  to address design issues, 
consider their merit, and remember they are not making a determination on whether the project is to be 
constructed in the near future. That decision will be made by the City Council. Each member was also 
encouraged to refer to the pioject goal and objectives for guidance. The committee discussed, then made 
recommendations on each of the four topics hted below. They agreed that a simple majority vote (by show 
of hands) would move the option fonvard for further evaluation Each member had one vote on each 
alternative, or option. Voting tabulations are indicated below, and those that moved fonvard are 
highlighted by italics. 



A . . Prior to committee discussion on this topic, the residents of the 
CresmoorIRidgecrest neighborhood commented to the PAC. Their comments included: 
-+ ( D i a  Fisher) I live on Cresmoor Drive. After the O p  House we wrote a petition and 

circulated it through our neighborhood on two Sunday evenings. Every person we spoke 
to was very strongly opposed to the Green Lane alignment and signed the petition. We have 
narrow streets and poor visibility on curves. The petition was submitted to the PAC and 
included photos of the m w  neighborhood streets that would prove unsafe and inadequate 
to cany additional volumes of vehicles. The petition was signed by 32 neighbors and states, 
"1) The volume of traffic in our neighborhood would significantly change the character of 
our quiet residential area. 2) With the high volume of children going to and from Vose 
School the safety of our childm would be seriously compromised. 3) The proposed routes 
are not efficient to begin with (this section detailed each street's impacts)." Refer to the 
petition for more detailed information. 

+ (Christy Turner) Ms. m e r  needed to leave early but wrote her concerns to be read to the 
PAC. She has a 9 and an 1 1-year old who regularly cross the street to get to the park. Kids 
play in the street on Cresmoor, have basketball hoops at the side of the road, and safety is 
the biggest concem Inmas*mg vehicle volumes and speeds would be extremely dangerous. 

+ (Jim Buck) My biggest concem is about encouraging more cut-tprough traffic on roads that 
are inadequate to handle it. 

+ (Didn't give name.) The stop signs at Clifford and Anne may cause conflicts. There are 
many small children in the area. The neighborhood is dark, and when it rains, water collects 
on Cresmoor near Hall Blvd. This can be dangerous for people unfaadiar with the street. 
Also, people coming around the comer on Cres~mor go across into the other lane and is 
dangerous. 

+ (Nancy Forman) I live on the south end of Green Lant:. If the Green Lane is 
selected, the road wiU come through my bedroom l I i 3  is a very emotional issue for us. 
We don't want to move. Already we've had trees removed for the Forest Glen 
Townhouses, and it is noisier as a r e d .  We don't need even more impacts. It will ruin the 
environment and livability. Don't select the Green Lane alignment. Have there been 
statistics kept on accidents at the Green LaneIHall Blvd. intersection? They are numerous. 

+ (Christopher Redmond) I live on Alpine Drive and favor Alternative #I. If Green Lane is 
truly the best alternative, then something will need to be done to control traffic through the 
Cresmoor/Ridgecrest neighborhood. Don't forget the irnpact of Denney Road. Consider 
traffic calming on Alpine, Cresmoor, Be1 Aire, Blakeney, and Clifford if the Green Lane 
option is chosen I think additional traffic volumes on Denney Road due to the completion 
of the 125th Avenue Extension, indicated in traffic study are very low, and there will be far 
more vehicles attracted to cut-through the neighborhooch. 

PAC member comments included: 
The attending residents were asked if they were willing to accept the limited access of right turns 
in and out on Cresmoor if the existing right ofway ahgnment is selected. All residents said it would 
be acceptable, and that many of them never make a let? turn now because it is so dangerous. 
The handout indicated approximately a one-acre wetland impact with the existing right of way 
alignment and 0.1-acre impact with Green Lane. The Army Corps of Engineers determines and 
oversees the mitigation process. Wetlands are often mitigated at three to four t b e s  the original 



area that is impacted, ifwiigated outside the &$acted area. li is preferred that mitigations be 
completed on site, or at least within the watershed basin. 

• I don't think we should build a road to solve one traffic problem by putting on another 
neighborhood (Cresmoor/Ridgecrest neighborhood). . I have never liked the Green Lane alignment. It encourages cut-through traffic on neighborhood 
streets. Don't push the problem onto someone else. . Why can't we just close Cresmoor and use the Green Lane alignment? The impact to the wetland 
will be too great with the other alternative. (Team response: The State of Oregon will not allow 
closure of any exisfig streets along Hall Blvd. This is mandated within the State's Transportation 
Planning Rule.) 

ON p 
m e  PACttwmmended (12 to I )  in fawr of moviw &elhinary Alternative #I (-tinf &ht of wcry - -  - - 
afignmenf) forwad The PAC ioted (12 to li against moving Preliminary Alternative #2 
(Green Lane alignment) forward, and it will be dropped from further consideration. 

B. 
PAC member commenta included: . Will the grade be above houses in some areas with the at-grade option? (Team response: No. It 

would be approximately 5-feet above the current yard levels for wme adjacent residences, between 
Stations 55-61, and would have sound walls on top of the slope.) 
For both roadway options, the top of the sound wall remains constant, although the overall height 
may vary depending upon whether it sits on a slope or a retaining wall. There appear to be more 
noise reductions with cross section "C" ifdepressed. 
The depased roadway has less visual impact on the community. I realize it is more expensive, but 
it win keep with the residential character of the area. Aesthetics are the best for the neighbors and 
drivers. 
All of the neighbors I've talked with want the roadway depressed. 
The at-grade roadway does end up being depressed in the Barbemjr DriveIGreen Lane area to lessen 
the grade, and improve sight distance. 
It seems that it would be safer if it is depressed. Elevations on both options are the same at Hall 
Boulevard, but the beginning roadway grade for the depressed section is less steep, than the at- 
grade option, near the Brockman/G~eenway intersection. 
Neighbors will see some sound walls with the depressed section, but the noise reduction is best. 

PAC R E C O M O  
The PACrewmmended ( I 1  in favor, I apRrunsr, and I ab&h) in fmor of moving the Depressed 
Roadway option fonwjd The ~ ~ C i o t e d  (4 in favor, 1 abstain, and 8 G i n s t )  mgainst 
moving the At-Grade Roadway Option forward and it will be dropped from further 
consideration. 

CL Side The team received an update and modification of the original traffic 
study traffic volumes on Davies (east) and Stillwell (east), within the northeast project quadrant. 
A closer lobk was taken at the Gffic nkvements and volumes. A Davies Road connection will not 
make aaffic volumes double. The computer model originally estimated a higher zoning density in 



PAC . 

the area and assumed that apartments in the quadrant woul'd not empty directly onto HaU 
Boulevard. When those items were corrected in the model, it substantially reduced the peak how 
volumes at the Davies Road (east), StilhveU Lane (east), and Oxbow Terrace intersections with 
Greenway. 

At the Open House a citizen suggested the connectionof Davies Road (west) which would displace 
severalhomes, but would not have driveways accessing the new connection. He thought it would 
be good to have a side street connection halfway between HaU Boulevard and Brockman 
RoadIGreenway. The design team developed three options and presented them to the PAC (see 
handout). The PAC recommended they be dropped ftom W e r  consideration because of the 
financial casts, impacts to existing homes and neighborhoods, and the potential for encouraging 
more cut through traffic. 

: member comments included: 
All the residents living on the west side of the 125th Avenue Extension will cut through on Davies, 
if it is connected. it is human nature to take this short cut. It will attract more cars than indicated 
in the study, and many of them will just be going to Albertson's. 
With this moditication in the computer model coming at this late date, I'm wondering what else 
might be incorrect in the traffic study in other areas. (Team response: We are confident that it is 
accurate on the west side because there is a potential for increased development in that area, which 
has been taken into consideration.) 
Aprtumt residents will cut through Davies, if it is connected, and will take a right turn onto 125th 
to Hall Boulevard to avoid taking a left onto Greenway. 
Stillwell Lane (east) seems necessary for an additional access for Oxbow Terrace d e n t s  and as 
an alternative einergency access. People on this street want the connection. It shouldn't get cut 
through traffic. (pm additional PAC membas said they completely agreed with these statements.) 
Stilhvell Lane (west) has driveway conflicts, and cars will back up waiting to turn left onto 125th 
Averme. Barbmy, and Stillwen (east) should be connected but not Davies. We need to be careM 
about creating potential traffic conflicts. 
StiheIl(west)vetiicle stacking wnDids are caused i?omvehicles traveling dong Carr, to Sorrento, 
to Stillwell, to the 125th Avenue Extension, and also in the reverse direction. The intent is to get 
traffic off of Sorrento and this connection will only add to it. 
Once 125th Avenue Extension is constructed, it will remove a lot of traffic off of Cur. 
Stillwen (west) has numerous problerrs and won't remove that many cars h m  other neighborhood 
streets anyway. 
It seems m u a b l e  to move 170 cars per how off of a road Stillwell (west) with driveways that are 
dangerous, onto Barbeny where it will add only 125 vehicles per how. 
There are two lanes used by condo owners to access Barberry but no driveways that would have 
cars backing onto Barberry. 
A Stillwell (west) connection achieves very little. 
Is it possible to make additional connections over time if they become necessary? (Team response: 
This public process would need to be repeated when considerinl; any future connections.) 

Stillwell Lane (east) Connection- I2 in f,nvor and I against -Muved forward 
Stillwell Lane (west) Connection - 5 in favor and 8 against -Dropped. 



Barberry Drive (west) Conneciion - I2 in favor and I against - Movedfonuard 
Davies Road (east) Connection - 1 in favor and 12 against - Dropped. 

n. 
PAC member comments included: . “C is the cheapest. Since we voted for the depressed roadway which costs more than the at-grade 

roadway, it is only right that we try to save on the cross section. This cross section was favored 
by the community anyway. 

F I'm concerned that cross section "C' might not work between Babemy and Hall. We may need 
to use a combiition in the design. . There is an advantage to having some kind of median at intersections for pedestrian use and safety. 
Are there ways to lower speeds on 125th Avenue? (Team response: Yes. The two-lane roadway 
discourages higher speed, and so does a median.) 
A two-lane street does slow speeds, even without a median. All three cross sections encourage 
lower speeds. 
Maintenance is an issue and "C" is easiest to maintain. . Will light glare be a problem on any cross section? (Team response: In diagraming out the potential 
for glare, it appears to be very minimal [see handout]. If there we problems after construction, 
visors or shields can be added to lights where needed. BDR will address this issue and want to 
know in advance where the problems might occur.) 

PBC RECOM- ON 
Cross Section "A" - 3 in favor and 10 against - Drovped. 
Cross Section "B" - 2 in favor and 11 against -  robb bed. 
CnmSeelion YC"- I0 in fawr and 3 against - Moved forward The PAC realizes it may be necessary 
to use a wmbination of voss sech'ons, to allow for medians only at intersections forpedestriam, and 
agreed with this variance fmrn cmss section "Cn where necessary. 

IV. OUTSTANDING ISSUES FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION 
Committee members suggested several outstand'mg issues that need further discussion They include: 
traffic calmiog devices on~arbeq  rive (west) and ~&veell Lane (east); funding; somd wall cokrwtion 
prior to roadway construction; potential construction phasing; speeds; awl sound walls. These issues will 
be addressed in a future meeting. 

V. WHAT'S NEXT? 
June 2, 1998 PAC Meeting #8 (Conestoga Middle School Library, 6:30 p.m.) 
July 14, 1998 Public Open House #3 (Elsie Stuhr Center) 

CThis date was changed to July 14, 1998 after the meeting to provide ample time to adequately prepare for 
the third Open House.) 
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ommunity members haw played a 
ngn@nnt role in the dewlopment C .  

of the design alternatives. At each step 
in the design process, atizens have 
reviewed the evolving concepts and 
technical information, and have 
voiced their values, ideas and con- 
cerns d i i y  to the project design 
team and Pmject Advisory 
Committee (FA0 members. 
In October 1997,2000 newsletters 

were sent to area businesses and 
residents announcing Public Open 
House #l, and 3,010 newsletters were 
mailed prior to the April 1998 Public 
Open House #2. One hundred and 
6fty two (152) m?-rts attended 
the two open houses. Community 
surveys were included in each 
newsletter and so far 420 have been 
returned, =viewed and discussed by 
pmject design team and PAC mem- 
bers. The PAC has met eight times, 
and our "Project Transportation 
Hotline" has been called by numer- 
ous community members requesting 
the latest project information 
After the completion of the t&ca3 

pro* studies, residents and PAC 
ke;nbers were asked to a m p  
several roadway design options, and 
to state their pderencps. Those 
preferences guided the pro@ design 
team and PAC in nanm& the 
design altematives, leadingdirectly 
to the development of the FMemd 
Design Alternative (shown on the 
front page). The Preferred Design 
Alternative prouides safe travel for 
achicles, pedestrkns and bicyclists, 
reducts cut-through tmfic on neighbor- 
hwdstreets and improws wmmunity 
connectivity. Cost considerations also 
are very important to community 
members. The three preliminary 
design alternatives varied in cost 
between appmximately $8 and 
$11 million At today's wst, the 
P r e f .  Design Altemtiw is estimated 
at $9.4million. The aitematiw design 

alignment is lowled i l d t  c6vipletely 
within existing city right of way. is 
depressed below the existing grade and 
includes sound walls, thereby minimizing 
impacts to adjacent neighborkwds. 

Community members prefemd a 
aoss section without a continuous 
center median because of lower cost, 
reduced impacts to adjacent properties 
from a narrower roadway and ease of 
landscape maintenance. Also, the 
design is consistent with the existing 
125th Avenue south of the Broclanan 
Road/Gxenway intersection. The 
8-foot planter strip landscaped with 
trees was prefer& to enhance the 
pedestrian environment and neighbor- 
hood appearance, and provide a 
safety buffer between vehides and 
pedeshians. 
The wnnecfion of side streets to the new 

roadway has been a vny difficult issue. 
Survey responses indicated a notable 
pxference for a Barberry Drive (west) 
connection, because residences along 
this madway do not face the strret, 
and driveways do not access directly 
onto Barbeny Ihive, east of So~~ento. 

-- 

It was also felt that the Stillwell Lane 
(east) connection would pmvide 
additional emergency and midential 
access for the Oxbow Tenace/Indian 
HiUs neighborhoods, considering that 
Oxbow Terrace access to Greenway 
will be limited to right turns in and 
right tums out only. It is antiapated 
that the Stillwell Lane (east) connec- 
tion will not attract cut-through traffic. 
Also, Barbeny Drive (west) and 
Stillwell Lane (east) connections are 
included in the City's comprehensive 
plan. Astillwell Lane (west) connec- 
tion had support, but because of safety 
concerns that included the potential 
for cut-through traffic, a steep ma 
way gmde and potential codlicts with 
vehicles backing out of driveways, this 
connection was dropped from further 
consideration. A Davies Road (east) 

, connection to 125th Avenue, which is 
not included in the City's amprehen- 
sive plan, might attract cut-through 
traffic and apate potential driveway 
conflicts, so it was also dropped from 
further consideration. 

- 
NOTICE: IF THIS DOCUMENT 
IS LESS LEGLBLE THAN THIS 
NOTICE, IT IS DUE TO THE 
QUALITY OF THE ORIGINAL. 1s 

-. ----- 



~* ~ .-..-----------*.--- *."- 
' *:,',z 

The Preferred Desim Alternative (shown below and to be 
1 displaied at the &9ming Open House on J d y  14,1998), is *. Preferred Design *Iternative mponsiw to numerous almmunity an-, reflects many resident 

KEY: ideas, and best meefs the tmjed's gwl and objectives. To find more 

cdgeo( hW-t - deti~iQ inrnfonation abbur' the pmject's public process, plaw see the 
Sarnd Walk - P 

_J 
back page of this nmletttlr. Numbers on the map below corre- 

mht.9 way Umm - - - m spond t o  the descriptiolrs of the key roadway design features. 

A SIGNALIZED "T" INTERSliCTlON AT lZSTH AVENUE EXTENSION ' 0  AND HALL BOULEVARD provides left and right turn lanes. 

CRESMOOR DRIVE ACCESS AT HALL BOULEVARD is limited to right " turns in and right turns out onb because of safety concerns due to vehicle 
turning conflicts. Left turns are prohibited by an obstructionlmedian in the 
center of Hall Blvd. 

APPROXIMATELY ONE ACRE WETLAND MITIGATION to be completed • on slte . or within the watershed basin, if possible. 

GREEN LANE CONNECTION with the 125th Avenue Extension potentially 
4m ends in a cul4e-sac near Hall Boulevard. However, it may be nec-ry to 

provide additional ernergen,? vehicle and neighborhood accers to Hall 
Blvd., limited to right turns in and right turns out only. A stop sign will be 
located on Green Lane where it intersects with 125th A w u e  extension. 

'H BARBERRY DRIVE (WEST) IWD SllUWELL LANE (E4ST)CONNECT to 
the 125th Avenue Extension. Traffic studies indicate that a Barbeny Drive 
connection makes the largeit impact on reducing neighborhood traffic 
volumes, particulariy on Sorrento Road. The Stillwell Lane (east) connec- 
tion provides an additional emergency vehicle and neighborhood access 
to the Oxbow TerraceJlndian Hill neighborhood. Stop signs will be 
located on Barberry Drive (west) and Stillwell Lane (east) where they 
intersect with the 125th Avt!nue Extension. 

4 PEDESTRIAN AND BlCYCLlE FACILITIES include a 6-foot wide on-street 
bike lane and &foot wide sidewalk on each side of 125th Avenue 
Extension. An %foot wide planter strip between the roadway and 
sidewalk will be landscaped with trees. 

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ACCESS provided through specialiy designed 
b p k s  in the sound walls on Davies Road (east) and Stillwell Lane (west) for 
improved neighborhood connectivity. (m DEPRESSED ROADWAY DESIGN (average 5-feet in depth) minimizes 
aua l  and rwise impacts to adjacent residences. 

TWO, 12-FOOT WIDE, VEHICLE TRAVEL LANES, without a continuous 
center median, accommodate anticipated traffic needs to the year 201 5. 
However, left turn lanes from 125th Avenue to Batbeny D k  (west) and 
Stillwell Lane (east) will provide yehicle storage, and small median islands 
allow for safer pedestrian c~ossing. 

SOUND WAUS significantly reduce noise levels on adjacent properties to 
acceptable levels. Sound rml( heights vary from six to ten feet, depending 
upon land topcgraphy, earth berms or heights of retaining walls. 

BROCKMAN ROADIGREEIVWAY INTERSECnON improvements indude 
left turn lanes in all four directions, additional signalization and regrading 

EMend 850 Feet 
of the hill just west of the i~ntenection on Brockman to improve intersection 

East of 125th Ave. sight distance. 

OXBOW TERRACE ACCESS at Greenway is limited to right tums in and 
nght turns out only, becauie of safety concerns due to vehicle turning 

MAP NOT TO SCALE conflicts, particularly during peak hours. 
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City of Beaverton 125'~ Avenue Extension Project 

S. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
At the request of the City of Beaverton, a tecbniczll noise analysis of the 
proposed 125' Avenue Extension was performed.. The proposed extension 
would connect 125' Avenue to Hall Boulevard along an existing strip of 
undeveloped land. The purpose of this analysis is to predict the Existing, 
Future No-Build, and Future Build (year 2015) no~ise levels in the project area, 
and identie project related noise impacts. Where impacts were found potential 
noise mitigation measures were examined. 

Under the Build A l t e d v e ,  two horizontal roadway alignments, each with two 
vertical profiles and three speed combinations were analyzed for potential 
traffic noise impacts. The Build alternatives are denoted as Plan A Profile C, 
Plan A Profile D, Plan B Profile E, and Plan B Profile F. 

Under Plan A, the proposed 125" Avenue alignment would intersect with Hall 
Boulevard at the existing undeveloped land located north of Green Lane. Plan 
B intersects Hall Boulevard on Green Lane. Undl~r Profiles C and E, the 
roadway is depressed below grade for much of the alignment. Under Profiles D 
and F the roadway is near at grade for most of the: alignment with depressed 
sections at the southern end, near Brockman Strer:t, and again south of Barberry 

Seventeen noise monitoring sites were selected in the project area. The sites 
we= used to measure noise levels at the fist row of residences, determine 
shielding effects fiom buildings, and determine the transmission of noise in the 
project area The measured equivalent sound pressure levels &) ranged from 
50 to 72 dB on the A-weighted scale (see the Crileria and Methodology section 
for a discussion of terminology). The noise monitoring data was used to 
calibrate a computer highway traffic noise prediction model. This model was 
used to estimate Existing, Future Build, and Future No-Build noise levels at 51 
representative receivers. 
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